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ft. V- r 

REMARKS ; 

Applicant has studied the Office Action mailed November 5, 2003 and has made amendments to the 
^ -claims: It is submitted that the application; as amended, is uTcondition for allowance. J3y victue'bf *. 
Ihis^amendment, claims 1-23 appending. Reconsideration and alio wance*of the pending claims in 
view 'of the above amendments and the following remarks are respectfully requested. ' In the Office 
Action, the Examiner: " . • 

(1-2) rejected claims 1/3-4, 7 Z 8, 14, 16-17, 20 and 22-23 under 35 U.S;C. § 102(e) as being " 

anticipated by Gongwer (U.S. 6,138,120); . - - * . . 

(3-4) rejected, claims 2, 5-6, 15*, and 18-1 9under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over ' 
Gongwer (U.S. 6, 1 38, 1 20) in view of Culliss (U.S: 6,53'9,377); ; 

(5) rejected claims 9-1 l'and 21 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpiatentable over Gongwer 
(U.S. 6,138,120) in view of Jaquith et al (U.S. 6,549,941); and " .: - 

(6) rejected claims 12 and 13 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over "Gongwer 
(U.S. 6,138,120) in view of Jaquith et al (U.S. 6,549,941), and m further viewjof Culliss 
(U.S. 6,539,377). * , * . " 

Rejection under 35 US:C. S102fe^ Gongwer - v 
As noted above, the Examiner rejected claims 1, 3-4, 7-8, 14,J6-17/20 and 22-23 under 35 USX. § 
102(e) as being anticipated by Gongwer (U.S. 6,138,120). Independent claims 1, 14, and 22 have 
been amended to distinguish over Gongwer. Specifically independent claims 1, 14,* and 22 have 
been amended to recite: . ........ _ 

receiving, from asecond user, a selection for one of the stored queries for sharing in 
the database. * " 

.The Examiner cites 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) and a proper rejection requires that a single reference teach 
(i.e., identically describe) each and every element of the rejected claims* as being anticipated by 
~~ Gongwer. 1 TheVements in independent claim .1/14, and 22^'of "receiving, from a second user, a 



SeeMPEP §2131 (Emphasis Added) "A claimis anticipated only if bach" and every element 
* as set forth in the^claim is^ found, , either expressly or inherently described,, in a single prior art 
reference." Verdegaal Broslv. Union Oil Co. of California 814 F.2d*628, 631; 2 USPQ2d 1051, 
1053 (Fed, Cir. 1987)/"The identical invention must be shown in as complete 'detail as is contained 
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selection for one of the stored queries for sharing in the 'database" is got taught or disclosed by 
^Gongwer. Accordingly, the present invention distinguishes over Gongwer for at least this reason. 
The Applicant respectfully submitted that the Examiner's rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) has 
been overcomer - ^ " - ~ . ~ ^ ^ ^ S ~ * * v - ^ " v * 

As the -Examiner correctly states*- on page 6. of the .Office Action; Gongwer 'does not explicitly 
disclose: 2 * * - ' " ^ -* 

capturing search request from shared queried entered by a second user * . - 

and the Examiner goes on to combine- Jaquith. 

The Applicant has submitted jan affidavit under 37 CFR 1.131 herewith to overcome Jaquith. The 
effective filing date of Jaquith is November 22, 1999. The present invention was* reduced to a 
writing and signed by" the applicant prior to the effective "filing date of Jaquith. The present 
invention was filed not more than one year from the filing date of the above referenced patent. 
Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully request that the Jaquith reference - be removed from 
consideration and respectfully submitted that the rejection of claims 1, 3-4, -7-8, 14, 16-17, 20 and 1 
22-23 under 35 U.S.C. §102(e) should be withdrawn. - ■„ * 

Independent claims 1, 14, and 22 have been amended to distinguish over Gongwer. Claims 2-4, 7-8, 
16-17, 20 and 23 depend from claims 1, 14, and 22 respectively. Since dependent claims contain all 
the limitations of the independent claims, claims 2-4, 7-8, 16-17, 20 and 23 distinguish over 
Gongwer, as well; *_■..*' 

(3-4) Rejection under 35 U.S.C. S 103(a) Gongwer and Culliss ^ - 
As noted above, the Examiner rejected claims rejected claims 2, 5-6-, 15, arid 18-19 under 35 U.S.C. < 
§ 103(a) as being unpatentabfe over Gongwer (U.S. 6,138,120) in view of Culliss (U.S. 6,539,377)." * 



* ^ * "in the ... claim." ^ . • ^ ' ~. r M _ ' 

I 2 This rejection is for claims-9- M and 21 under 35 U.S.C "§* 103(a) as beihg unpatentable over ~ \ -* 
* Gongwer (U.S. 6,138,120) in view of Jaquith et al (U.S. 6,549,941), and in further view of Culliss 

(US. 6,539,377) but the same rationale applies here/* : * . " * .- * * ' 
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Independent claims 1 and 14 have been amended to distinguish over Gongwer taken alone and/or in 
view of Culliss., Specifically, independent*claims 1 and 22 have been amended to recite: - • \ * 
receiving, from a second user, a selection for one of the stored queries for sharing in 
• - * ' the database. . * i * . * " * ~ . * 

- The Examiner recites 35 U.S.Cf §103. "The Statute expressly requires that obviousness or non- 

obviousness be determined for "the claimed subject matter "as a whole," and' the- key to proper 
determination of. the differences between the prior art arid the present invention is giving full;' 
recognition to the invention "as a whole." The Gongwer (U.S. 6 ; 138, 120) reference taken alone/and 
or in view of Culliss (U.S. 6,539,377) simply does not 'suggest, teach or disclose" the patentably 
distinct limitation of: ' j 

receiving, from a second user, a selection for one of the stored queries for sharing in - 
the database. 



As the Examiner correctly states on page 6 of the Office Action: Gongwer taken alone and/or in 
view of Culliss does not explicitly disclose: 3 

capturing search request from shared queried entered by a second user and the 
Examiner goes on to combine Jaquith. * . 

The Applicant has submitted an affidavit under 37 CFR 1.131 herewith to overcome Jaquith. The 
effective filing date of Jaquith is November 22, 1999. The present invention was reduced to a 
writing and signed by the Applicant prior to the effective filing date of Jaquith. The present 
invention was filed not more than one year from the filing date of the above referenced patent. 
Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully requests that the Jaquith reference be- removed from 
consideration and respectfully submitted that the rejection of claims 2, 5-6, 15, and 18-19 under 35 
U.S.C. §103(a) should be withdrawn. * _ ; 



* - 3 This" rejection's for claims 9-1 1 and 21 under 35*U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 

- Gongwer (U.S. 6,138,120>in view of Jaquith et al (U.S. 6,549;941), and in further view of Culliss 1 
(U.S. 6,539,377) but the same -rationale applies here. ~ - +r ~ 
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(5) Rejection under 35 U.STC §103(aV Gongwer in view of Jaquith 

As-noted above, the. Examiner rejected claims 9-11 and 21 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). as being 
unpatentable over Gongwer (U.S.. 6,138,120) in view of Jaquith -et, ar(U.S:. 6,549,941). ^.The 
Applicant has submitted\an affidavit -under 37 CFR; 1.131 herewith to "overcome Jaquith. The 
effective^filing date of/Jaquith is November-22, : 1999. The pr&ent invention was "reduced to a. 
.writing and signed by the Applicant prior* to the effective filing date of Jaquith. The present 
invention was filed not more than one~year from the "filing date of the above referenced pafent. 
Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully requests that the Jaquith reference be removed from 
consideration and respectfully submitted that the rejection of claims 9-11 and 21 urider 35 U.S.C. 
. §103(a) should be withdrawn. ~ . ^ - . .. 

(6) Rejection under 35 U.S.C. $ 103(a) Gongwer in view of Jaquith and Ciilliss 
As noted above, the Examiner rejected claims 12-13 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gongwer (U.S. 6,138,120) in view of Jaquith et al (U.S. 6,549,941). The Applicant has 
submitted an affidavit under :37 CFR 1.131 herewith to"overcome Jaquith. The effective filing date 
of Jaquith is November 22, 1 999. The present invention was reduced to a writing and signed by the 
Applicant prior to the effective filing date of Jaquith. The present invention was filed not more than 
one year from the filing dateof the above referenced patent. Accordingly, the Applicant respectfully 
requests that the Jaquith reference be removed from consideration and respectfully submitted that the 
rejection of claims 9-1 l and 21 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) should be Vithdrawn. ■ ' ■ . 

CONCLUSION 

The remaining cited references have been reviewed and are not believed to affect the patentability of 
tHe claims as amended. _ 

In this Response,- Applicant has amended certain claims.. In light of the Office Action, Applicant 
„ believes these- amendments serve a useful -clarification purpose, and are 'desirable for clarification 

purposes, independent of patentability. AccordinglyTApplicarii -respectfully submits that the claim 
* amendments do not limit the range of any permissible equivalents. " * 1 '""_*■■ 
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< " — ■ m 

Applicant acknowledges the continuing duty of candor and good faith to disclosure of jnfoimation 
known to be material to the examination of tfiis application. 'In accordance with 37 CFR 6156 all 
- • such" information is dutifully made_ of record. The foreseeable equivalents of any territory * " 
_ - "surrendered by*amendment are limited to the territory taught by tKeinformation -of record. No'other 
^ territory afforded fry ~ the doctrine of equivalents is knowingly surr endued and everything else is / 
* " unforeseeable at the time of this*amendment by-the Applicant and his attorneys. ** ^ - 

Applicant respectfully submits that all of the grounds for rejection-stated in the Examiner's Office 
. - Action have been overcome, and'that all claims in the application are allowable. No new matter has " 
been added. It is believed that the application is now in condition for allowance, which allowance is 
respectfully requested: • , 

PLEASE C ALL the undersigned if that would expedite the prosecution of this application. ' 

- Respectfully submitted, 



Date: March \ , 2004 




s, Reg. No. 37,333 . ' 

[fey for Applicant 
FLEIT, KAIN, GIBBONS, 
. GUTMAN, BONGINI, & BIANCO P.L, 
55 1 N.W. 77th Street, Suite 111 - 
Boca Raton, FL 33487 
Tel (561)989-9811 
Fax (561) 989-9812 



Please.Direct All Future Correspondence to Customer Number 23334 
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